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FOR THE SIX 


-  BOOK-SELLERS. 


Subſcribers of the ſecond BEACON fired. 


OR, 
A- VINDICATION 
of them from the foul and unjuſt 


aſperſions caſt them 
ro 6.27 ths —<F—_ 


INTITULED 
A FRESH DISCOVERY 
x OF THE HIGH 
PRESBYTERIAN SPIRIT. 
Together © J ho 
" With brief Obſervations ſome remar»® «+ 
- kable paſlagesin the faid Book. = P 


by one that ſubſcrides not his name, becauſe he coo- 
feſſerh bimfelf to be NULLIUS NOMINIS. 
Prov.18.19. Me that i firſt in bis own cauſe ſeemerh juſt, but bis acightenr 
cometh and ſcarcheth bon. 
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An APOLOGT, 


red, wherein (as in the firſt) the zealous: and 
religious Au for 6 were, however 
M. Goodwin may » he ſees ſome other 
hand in ir )did ſeafonably repreſent to the Lord Proteftor and 
P a+ liawent, divers of the ing fins and ſpreading errors 
of the times , among which they had the hap to meet with 
one (as they might have met with many ) out of a. certain 
book that calls M, Goodwin Father,which is this ; & That in 
©« caſe anyafſurance of the unchangeablenefſe of Gods love 
« were to be found in, or regularly deduced from the Scrip- 
* tures, it were a juſt ground to any intelligent man to queſti= 
{* on their Authority , and whether they were from God or 
*©no. Redemption redeemed, p.33 5. 

At this M. Geedwin rakes fire, and preſently an angry Pam» 
phlert comes out, wherein this great Precbytore- Moſt z and 
Antifienits (Colledge or Church, chuſe you wherher, ſome 
men think the Church hath fared the for the Colledprs 
fake) cries oat of Antichriſtian dealing, falfification, &c. (as 
M. Goodwin never wants Rhctorick of thar train. 

This farious out-cry made me turn in and fee what the 
matter was ; and after. ſearch, 1 found rhe omiſſion of one 
word ſuch hath by a ftrange kind of multiplication produ- 
ced a thouſand, wherein he renders them to the world as 
guiley of no lefs. then forgery and calumniation. 

Poſlibly fome may wonder , M: Goodwin ſhould cry 

2 out 


ga. \_; 
ont of calumniation, who hath fo far profited in that Art, 


DE ESSE: 


harp y7t ex Ar. oy Ber prodre or op Tis a — 
ciliator icon an ead to this ing controverhe , 
made theſe, hirherro thoug wefas. ax bees —_— 
ſons, but cauſes) to think ..- ſpeak the ſame 
Theſe things when I confidered,the defire of op- 
preſſed innocence, 3 willingneſs to teſtific that wy heart is 
towards tho(c z:alous afferrours of Gods glory, and 
ſer of M. Gedwins great Diana, that accarſcd Idoll 
leration, a far leſt the wah xl ul uponb ape 


tended miſtake , a defare to beget 
— chac y oh M. Grd rm ich and > qu yr hu 
is perſwaſion, that he hath re- 


this be chedrifc of ir, That the world 
nn 


drawn into 
— ſome confiderable injury; Theſe things have forced 
me torhis preſent Vindication. 
Maſtcr Goodwins great charge is , that the Book-ſ(cllers 
procced 4 taute,jor wh ad ttum, and becauſe hedenies ſuch 


him with denying any uu- 
=> which i re Nerves pln at firſt Jury a er- 
verſion of his mind; but if things be res wel 6d, 
ic will evident] Yap ar, that however there is ſame d& 
of words, yet the ſenſe is the ſame, 
For 1. I am well aſſured, having bad much confer:nce 
with che 1 eng hnceg&c. that it was not wilfully, or 
left out, to deprave his meaning, and render hin 
cumationl then hedeſerved. And pag oy ems of ir 
do ſolemnly make their appeal rothat God to whom they 
muſt give an account. 
2. The true reaſon why the word ſuch was left our, was, 
becaaſe it was a relative term, and ſo if it had been 
would have necelitarcd the tranſcriprion of a far larger pro- 
portion of M. Geodwins words, (who doth not uſe to write 


Wagnum 


(5) 
muguum in parvo) then the nature of that work would per- 
mie 


© That affurance(which the firers of the Beacon ſpeak. 
of 5 ofthe of Gods love, which they in:- 
plicicly afferr, and with che denial whereof they charge Mr. 
CE me ) to betta vey amcahich Mas 

menz © 

ach and ur I 
tall into fin fouly, and lic infineoo lang , as Was Rang 
Devid,Solowm. kc. ns nn en 


'f of, is the 
cert, or it is not; if it benor, then he calumniactes when he 
taſtens ic thery, and draws this horrid inference from 
in ifie denken'dhap ave dane dimen wonnmnce babenke 
much diff:rence berwix: any unchangcablencſs and any ſuch 


him , let che impartial 
Reader judge by theſe (nent for word out 
of his writings, leſt he lay he is wronged) c.13.6 33- 
47-335. Whether auy ſuch aflaranceof the uuchange* 
of the love of God towards him that is godiy,cs 
the Objection ſpeaks of, can be effectually, andupon ſuf* 
ficient grounds gfven unto men , is very queftionable ; 
Bea, J concetve there is moze reaſon to judge otherwiſe 
then ſo. There you fee his Scepricidan. Yea, he doth not 
OO ——— the very pofiibiliry of it; 

c. 10.5 44+ p.207, To reaſon thus, If Gd fouls 


(6) 
love a man to day, and hate him fo mozrow, it would ar* 
a traage inconſtancy 03 watability in God, 82 fn his 
ove, is a very ificonſiverats arid weak reaſoning. And a 
lictle before in the ſame Setion, In caſe God ſhall deſtroy 
with eternal death, ſuch men and women, whom he ſome- 
times truly loved,and r dearly, this doth not ne- 
ceſſarily argue theleaſt c 02 alteratton in any attrt- 
bute of his whatſoever, as eſther Love,Godnsfe, Percy, 
&c. Whether this doth not argue alteration, tolove to day, 
to hate to morrow, | leave to all thoſe to judge that have 
their ſenſes exerciſed to diſcern between and evil. And 
whereas M. Good wins ſalve is this, Gods love is the ſame, he 
always loves righteouſneſs, and hares-u1 , and 
fo there is no altcration in him,but in the perſon belovedz I 
anſwer, there is 2 twofold love in God, a love to rightcouſ- 
neſs, a love to perſons 3 the former is unchangeable I confeſs 
according ro M, Goodwin, but the latter ( about which the 
difference lics) M. Goodwin makes changeable , which may 
appea: by this amilitude. A Prince that loves a loyal and 
faichful ſubjec, but when he proves difſloyal, be hates him. 
Will any wand-ny that the Princes a are changed? 
and yet he continues to love loyalty, and hate diſloyalty. A 
Judge: that loves righteouſneſs, and hates iniquity unchange- 
ably, loves his friend, it he be righteous ; it he turn wicked, 
he ones him, and puniſhes bim. One deny that there is 
a change in him ? So in this caſe, if loves to day, and 
hates to morrow, is not here a change? It is cruc, the ori- 
ginal cauſe of the change, in all theſe caſes, isthe perſon of- 
fending, but ftill che ſabjett of the c » ( according to 
this Hypothefis) is,as the Prince and the , ſo God him- 
ſcl6; and fo God is, according to M. Geedwins doftrine , (as 
M. Gocdwm hath proved himſclt wo b: ) not unchangeable, 
im; Au Nikes, 
And if God be not akered in this caſe, M. Goodwin is defi- 


red to tell us what alceration Marr ny be ſaid 
to be changed in regard of his mind or \ If Maſter 
» he muſt ( ashe hath done 


Goodwin mean to make this 
a new Philoſophy , as be hath 
Again, 


in part) bring into the 
done a new Divinity. 


| dreadful (72 
- Again, this c 
upon M. Geotwin, not only is upon 
(which be would have to be thought to be ſome 
other and higher of it then men dare to aſſert) but 
doth no leſs truly flow from other paſſages in his Book , 
where this word ſuch is not found. | will uſe but one 
mient, which is c+13-Y 37. arg.$. It is roo large to 
the ſum of it (I appzal to M. Geedwin) is this, That dodtrine 
web evacuates & turns into weaknels & folly all chat 
counſel of the H. Ghoſt,&c. (theſe are his very words) muſt 
needs be a doftrine of vanity and errour: But ſuch is the com» 
mon dofrine of abſolute and infallible perſeverance , mark 
it,he ſaith the common doftrine ; / and who ever doubted 
that the Book-ſcllers meant that very thing ? ) Thence let me 
uſe this one Argument, That doQrine which in M. Greed wins 
judgement, evacuatces and turrs into weakneſs and folly all 
that gracions co1-(cl of the H. Ghoſt,&ec. were it to be 
in, or regularly deduced from the Scripeures , it were a juft 
ground toany man to queſtion their Authority , 
and whether they were from God or no: But ſuch is the com- 
mon doftrine of abſolute and infallible perſeverance. Ergo, 
I confeſs the ſyllogiſme is ſomewhat long, (But M. Grodwin 
is a Ciceronian, hc uſeth co diſpute in words at length, nor in 
figures). Themajor 1 know he ul —_ the minor he 
cannox dey, it i hi own wonls and ] he will ſuffer 
the c to paſs peaccably. And if ſo,M.Goodwin doth 
fil lic under the juſt imputation of chat odjous conf; c, 
which according, to theſe other expreftions of bis is this; If 
the cri oo — abſo- 
lute cverance, it were a juſt ground to any 
rational man to doubt of its divine ; any 
ſober man judge what it differs from 4he words which the 
, ind That ſuch obleneſs aa neceflary 
N ainly, uch unchange s 184 
and adidle conſequence of ho doftrine of 
perſeverance, He often ſaich in his voluminous diſcourſe, 
and in hls Lerter to M. Cary, annexed to his laſt piece, p.78. 
upon this very particular occaſion, N03 do J w3ong pour / 
oc puiwrence » to the value of the leaſt hair on. 
your 


(5) 
your head, bocauſe evident it (s, that without SUCH an 
UNCHANGEABLENESSE ſuppoſed , the ſaid doarins 
will noither dave foting ne2 foundation to t it, 
From hence with M.Goodwins favour, 1 will try one ſyllogiſm, 
If the doftrine of fach unch , and the common 
doftrine of perſeverance are ly joined together, and 

the one inevitably flows from the akenaben that conſequence 
which follows ot the one,follows Alſo from the other: Bur 
the doftrine of ſuch unchangeableneſs, and the common do- 
arin of p:rſeverance,are infcparably con yur ps ro 
MGoedwrin one of the ſame. _ ſellers did him 
no wrongswhen odious conſequence to the 
common doftrine of Gods unchangcableneſs, which he there 
taſtens to ſuch anchangeableneſs. 

Nor doth M.Geodwrn wath off the guile of this conſequence 
in his Letterto M. Caryl, where he hath theſe wordes 5; The 
ftyle of the diſcourſe is is wide _ this fandation , Thet God 
cannot deny himſel}, be cannot blaſpbeme himſelf, I —_ 

any Book contains any thing 
divine Authoricy of ie might jaltly be queſt your — 
Goodwin (hould conlider , chat k lo one m"_—- when » Book 
contains ſomething which dorh expreſly blaſ- 
pheme God,(hen M. Goodwin: —_— were = ra ro 
it it comain i« only doubttully , and by a CD 
troverted conſequence , it is not (ro uſe 110 harſher 
exprellion) in M. Goodwms to ſay, if any thing be faid in the 
Scripture which his weak and dark ((o Þ all ens areYand pre- 
judieare apprehebenians conceive t ro Gods boli- 
——_—_— rationally doubrof the divinity of it - And 
ye corn bag impartially , if ary wan w believes the 
perſeverance, ſhould ufe ſuch 


fions as theſe , If of Gods love were to be 
found in, or IJ och fon ——_ Scriptures, it were Jt 


roand 10 any rotienalmes to deake of its drome Amtbority, | 
ſhould both queſtion his , and leffe value his j 
ment. ay ain I amy be miyhe few a 
and fairer cards from reaft rational conſequence , 4 


ee —_— then you can a. 
gainſt che unchangeablkenefs of his love, 1 cell Mr, 


) 

Goodwin of very confiderable that In cheir de- 
bares on the behalf of the eryth, when reaſon pleads the moit ſtrong- 
for their dotrines, yet have ſo much ſobriety, as to pur in this. 
lo, ang Tamer Tr a thing ,they 
wil receive it and concludegthat there reaſon miſtook in this,( as it 
commonly doth in other things) and Ido notmear. Luther ans nei- 
ther. And it is obſervable,the many words you ſpend to take off 
the odiouſneſs of your conſequence, do not at all prevail with 
M. Caryl to eat his words, nor inthe leaſt to micigate his cenſure 
of this paſſage. $0 that all theſe things conſidered, M.Goedwin was 
s wn with denying, not only ſuch unchangeableneſ;, bur 
_ —_—_ i.e, in that ſenſe in which the Orthodox 

a it. 

Bur 1 have not yet done , Imauſt nz<ds have a little conference 
with Mr. Goodwin about ſome paſſages in his Book. And fiſt, as 
for that tartneſs which you complain of in the language of the let- 
ter which the Book-ſcllers ſent you, they do ingenuouſly acknow- 
ledge their errour in it,and as | have from them are ready to 
retraQt ic,ſerting you a copy what you to do in the like caſc, 
M. Goodwins pen it is thought hat as much dipe in gall as a- 
nother mans. Your ſcurcilous towards the learned and 
reverend M. Watkgr,and in particular your bitter recipe which you 
preſcribe for himgas for one that is not c3pos ſar; Your elegant vari» 
cry of taunts, reproaches,& moſt contumelious cxprefſions towards 
M. Jenkms,which for the benefit of the Reader , he hath cellefted 
rogerther in his Blmd a multis alits, m_— Goodwins 


checks change colour as oft as he chargeth the ellers or any 
others with ſcurrilous and unſboncy Langage. 

For what you ſay in favour of and daranable doQtrins, 
I mcan for the tokration and againſt the (; of chemyl (hall 


hardly think that M.Geodwrn is a man of ſo rzadgment, 
that his own conſcicnee is fatiefied with what he faid, which 
| am the rather inducedto belicve,becauſe I remember M.Goodwins 
*naexfe, ((0 irwas withour any mepgres) wherein he hath fot his 
wits, and the Scripture coo upony the rack” co-mainmain that Mon- 
ſter of univerfal liberty ot confclence , (as it isc t 
unducty called ). This Book M. Edwerd did anfwer fatisfyingly 
and convincingly inthe jnds of any impartial man: A folid 
whereumo the world did and cupeRt erc ever M, Good- 

wi appeared aponthe age again in —_ e|{aby Wencc 
a 


0 

a confeſſion (which 1 am - is the trath, and fo | believe 
are thouſands befides me) that he cannot anſwer it. Forthis | 
have obſerved to be one of his wwe wabe;, to anſwer thoſe 
Books which are more ſmewous and unan{werable, no oth:rwiſe 
then by contempt and filence. And ſo it ſeems M. Goodwin reſolves 
ro anſwer thoſe two acute and learned Doftours, Dr. Owen, and 
Dr. Kendall, whoſe labours have had the high approbation of di- 
vers learned men , no whit inferiour to M. G:odwin, nor his con- 
gregation neither (though it is true, all mens taſtes are not of the 
ſame temper, & non eft diſputandum de gulibus.) Bur, Sir, give m: 
leave to nl you, that if you reſolve to anſwer thoſe two champir 
ons in that manner,yoa will give many more cauſe to think what 
ſome already do, and what Sir Francis Neth-rſole called you, at 
leaſt that you are not many miles diftant from his eirmanizciE-, 
ſclt-condemned. | 

And now 1 have mention:d that ingenious Knight, 1 cannot 
bur let the world know what kind of anſwer they may exp:& from 
Mr. Gcodwin to Dr. Kendal;&c. by repreſenting one of your an» 
ſwers to his charge (by which you may ſee that Mr. Goodwin ab- 
horres an ingenuous traftation, as much as he doth an high Preſ- 
byterian): Yetl.enot M. Goodwin twit me in the tzeth with Ca- 
rolizing, Scotizing, (as be doth M. Jenkins, telling him alſo of his 
bands,&c. moſt diſingenuoully and barbarouſly, but moſt of all 
unbecoming him , who protefſerh himſelf robe a man of moſt 
exquilice conſtitution, aud full of humilicy, ingenuity, &c.) for 1 
mention this only, to ſhew with what traſh M. Goodwin can (at 
leaſt makes belicve he doth )fatisfic himſelf and his credulous 
congregation. Sir Francis accuſed M, Goodwin of inconliſtency in 
his ju ient, that in his Axti-Cavalieriſm, pa. 7. be hath theſe 
expreflions, As for offering violence to the Kings perſong&c. we leave 
the proof of that 10 the Jeſuites we conceive it to be the Juſt Pre- 
rogative of the perſons of Kings IN WHAT CASE SOEVER to 
be ſecure from the violence of men, and their lives to be as conſecr a+ 
ted Corn meet to be reaped and gathered only by the hand of God bim- 
ſelf. This paſſage Sir Francis eth to M. Goodwin juſtificati- 
on of that ——_— ing to the death. ag 
Goodwmn replics, not by an ingenuoas acknowledgement $ 
weakneſs, &c. (which would better have becomed him, but by 
this profound anſwer, as you have it in his Pamphler Tie 
wrrighteous Fudge, p. 9,10 That he meant it only of —_— 


(11) | 
fered from private men, day and that what Ma- 
giſtrates do in a way of Juſtice, God himſelf may be (aid to do. 
This M. Goodwims juſt Prerogative of Kings, (which no man that 
liath not his (erfſes fodden into Tra tus bis , touſe Mr, 
Good pins own phrafe, doubes bur he nieane of ſon: ”, 
meues3s, to them, and 1 am perſwaded his conſ tells 
him (6) is levelled ro that univerſal privinage » which even 
the vileſt Rogue enjoyes, 5. c. that it is unlawful for their lives to 
be taken away by any ocher th:n the hand of the Which 
is (6 manift ah Hari , or felf-conmmradiftion, that he that runs 
may read it. Bythis judge of thisgreat Doftours dpCaeria, and 
Mp raperia, | will not ſay dkamemric, 
One or two paſſages more | cannoe but obſerve: 1 His menuJwayie, 
| \rijoperee, nor duddds,p.;54 He brings In the teſtimo- 
ok one (whom hecalls as learned, raves and ious as any 


t of his Book aboutthe Au» 


as much too wide 
jon is ors the left. Note 
it is roo wide; bur it 
t Mr. God win would 


wri . 
2. I Obſerve his dy ws #3 & dr, when he is u—_—_ 
this abſurd aſſertion, That knowledge, &c. is not ro 
God, any otherwiſe then eyes. Ir is not (faith he) for want of 

ignorance, that Dr. Kendall, Mr. Pool, and others contend 3 
me forſuch a ſaying. He cites a of Auftins , ay 
few - = 4 1s ba God. _ hoe wes Trove, We ac- 
knowledge this to be a gre h,- burthis knowledge is one of 
thoſe few : And for what Mr. Goldwis addes, It argues extream 
oſcitancy for a man to think that they ſpeak more honour ably of Godz 
—_—— is found in men, or other 
creatures, then they who atry the = uno bim by way of env» 
2 nency 
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